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(Wher eupon, the deposition began at *
ANaam N p.m) 9
VI DEOGRAPHER: W are now on the record for
the deposition of Dr. Edward Morey. The tine is
9:20 a.m the day is April 29th, 2009. Counsel,
pl ease identify yourself for the Record?

MR DEIHL: This is Colin Deihl on behalf

of Cargill.

MR TRIPLETT: FEric Triplett on behal f of
Cargill.

M5. MOLL: Ingrid M| for the State of
Gkl ahona.

MR FREEMAN: Bruce Freenman for Sinmons.

MR JONES: TimJones for the Tyson
def endant s.

MR MRKES: Craig Mrkes for Peterson
Far ns.

M5. TUCKER. K. C. Tucker for the Ceorge's
def endant s.

VI DEOGRAPHER: On the phone?

W TNESS

having first been duly sworn to testify the truth,
the whole truth and nothing but the truth, testified
as foll ows:

DI RECT EXAM NATI ON

09: 20AM

09: 21AM

09: 21AM

Exhibit 3
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Q Are you aware that the plaintiff's expert,
Todd king, points to environmental concerns
regarding the alumtreatments?

M5. MOLL: Objection to form

A Who? Wio did that?

Q Plaintiff's expert Todd ki ng.

A Am | aware that he said that?

Q Yes.

A If you -- 1've just heard that from you.
Q You weren't aware of it before today?

A It's not sonething |'ve thought about it.
Q Okay. Did you believe in the main survey

docunments it was inportant to tell the respondents

about the downsi des of al unf

A No.
Q Wiy not ?
A What was inportant was to describe to thema

process that would accelerate the return to
non-injury levels, that they found pl ausi bl e and

were willing to consider in a tradeoff question.

Q So as long as they believed that what you were

telling themwas plausible, it didn't matter if what
you were telling themwas factually accurate?
M5. MOLL: Objection to form

A Factual | y accurate neaning the al um woul d

03: 19PM

03: 19PM

03: 19PM

03: 20PM

03: 21PM
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wor ki ng the governnent would really do it?
Q Al'l of those things.
A The inportant thing for the val uation question
is to present sonebody with a tradeoff that they
find to be plausible and they're willing to accept
the tradeoff. |'mnot an expert about whether al um
treatnments would work or not work
Q And, again, in designing the main survey, you
chose not to tell the respondents that there were
envi ronnental concerns regardi ng the al um
treatnents; right?

M5. MOLL: Objection to form
A W presented to thema programfor which there
were no environmental negative effects.
Q When you say you presented themwi th a program
for which there were no environmental effects,
you're tal king about the program you described in
t he base survey?
A Yes.
Q And it didn't matter to you whether or not if
one were to inplenment that program there would be
environnental effects?
A Did | worry that there would be negative
environnental effects if alumwas put on the |and?

Q That wasn't my question
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